that he was present when the mechanic arrived to install the
sensor, but was not present when he completed the job (Tr.
71-72).  He confirmed that the first sensor line was installed
within 24 hours of the installation of the belt (Tr. 74).  The
belt extension was installed by the morning of January 7, and
the installation of the sensor line began before he left the
unit that day, and the citation was abated on January 8 (Tr.
75).

Mr. Taylor described the fire sensor system and the
installation procedures, and he confirmed that in the event
of a malfunction of one of the sensors, the entire system
will malfunction and a warning light or alarm will indicate
that the faulty sensor needs to be repaired (Tr. 103-104).

Arguments Presented by the parties

Petitioner's interpretation of the standard is that it
requires that belt sensors be installed at the beginning and
end of a beltline regardless of its length.  Petitioner main-
tains that the regulatory exception allowing 24 hours for the
installation of sensors only applies to the distances between
the beginning and end of a beltline and does not apply to the
requirement that a sensor be at the end of the beltiine
regardless of its distance.  Assuming a beltline is 375 feet
long, petitioner argued that a sensor must be installed at
the beginning and end at the time the belt or any extension
is installed, and that the remaining sensors in between the
beginning and end may be installed within 24-hours (Tr. 84,
92, 128-129).

Petitioner argued that since there is electrical power
at the belt tailpiece, and since shuttle cars are operating
in that area, there is a likelihood of coal accumulations and
a potential fire at that location, and the rationale of an
interpretation that a sensor is required at the end of the
belt is a reasonable one (Tr. 96).

Assuming that the regulatory exception is applicable to
the end of the belt line, which had been extended for a dis-
tance of 140 feet, petitioner concedes that the respondent
would be allowed 24 hours within which to install a sensor at
the 125 foot location (Tr. 98).  petitioner agrees that the
inspector was apparently concerned about the lack of a sensor
at the end of the 140 foot extended belt, and it took the
position that subparagraph (1) of the regulation required a
sensor at the end notwithstanding the 24 hour exception found
in subparagraph (3) (Tr. 99).gned the task
